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ments when they were received and normally published Federal Register notice soliciting further informatio , DHSP's risk assessments usually began with a NIOSH criteria document or other NIOSH input, whatever info, la-tion was submitted with a labor petition if there was one, the data available from any precipitating discov< 'y, and assessments performed by others, such as the Natic al Academy of Sciences. A literature search and review \ ;re conducted by DHSP personnel, often with the help of cc -sultants and NIOSH personnel! and sometimes environmei .al data on the workplace were solicited or obtained by contractors to contribute to the exposure assessment.
DHSP has not prepared special assessment documents before issuing notices of proposed rule-making. Thus, the first indication provided to the public of the res Its of an OSHA risk assessment and of the conclusions it intended to draw therefrom was in the Federal Register preamble to its proposed standard. Public comment was invited on all aspects of the proposed standard, inclu -ing the risk assessment. Extensive written comments w re usually received from industry, labor, and others, sue as members of the academic scientific community. Customarily a hearing was held at which oral presentation were made and at which questioning of witnesses by OSH personnel and other witnesses was permitted. The prea >le to the final rule, if one were issued, included OSHA's final risk assessment, which incorporated a literature review and OSHA's conclusions on the available scienti Lc data.
In 10 years, OSHA produced permanent health standar J for 23 substances or processes, 14 of which were regulated together in a single rule-making. OSHA has also proposed standards for eight substances for which final standards have never been issued, and assessments were conducted for several substances for which new or updai d standards are now being considered (Table III-2).
Methods and Use of. Guidelines
For most of its history, OSHA has not had formal guidelines for carcinogenic risk assessment. Instead, agenc staff have conducted their assessments by choosing opti is for the components of risk assessment on a case-by-casc basis. However, the generic guidelines for identification and classification of carcinogens proposed in 197*3 and revised and promulgated in 1980 were intended to